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Abstract: The two communes are located in a predominantly agricultural area, specific 

to the south of Oltenia. In this geographical area, the presence and inter-conditioning 

of natural, historical and socio-economic factors have allowed an ancient and continuous 

habitation, which started in prehistory. The demographic evolution of the two communes, 

in the second half of the twentieth century and the beginning of the next century, was 

similar to the dynamics of the national rural population. After a continuous upward 

evolution until 1956, when it reached its maximum value, the numerical dynamics of 

the population were inscribed on a downward curve. 
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The rural area of Oltenia, a region where the Băilești Plain is located as well, 

has experienced, over time, a series of transformations in the dynamics of demographic 

phenomena and in terms of habitat characteristics. In this geographical area, the 

presence and inter-conditioning of natural, historical and socio-economic factors 

have allowed an ancient and continuous habitation, which started in prehistory. 

Industrialization and urbanization, especially during the communist period,  

transformations in agriculture, from collectivization to post-1989 restructuring, 

changes in demographic policy, abroad migration, since the opening of borders, are 

all factors that have had, over time, major effects on the demographic component, 

influencing the structure of the rural population, the demographic dynamics, the 

territorial distribution, but also the socio-economic development of local communities. 

The present paper endeavours an analysis of the demographic transformations 

in the rural area of the western area of the Băilești Plain, having as a case study the 

communes of Cetate and Dârvari. The two communes are located in a predominantly 
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agricultural area, specific to the south of Oltenia, near the Danube, a river that has 

become, over time, a great force of demo-economic enticement. 
Together, they own an area of 14,669 ha (8,680 ha in Cetate commune, 

respectively 5,989 ha in Dârvari commune) and concentrate a population of 6,632 
inhabitants (4,572 loc. com. Cetate and 2,090 loc. com. Dârvari), according to 
statistical data recorded at the 2021 Population Census1, down by 2,036 people 
compared to 2006. From a territorial-administrative point of view, the commune of 
Cetate consists of the villages of Cetate and Moreni, and the commune of Dârvari, 
of the village of the same name and Gemeni.  

The emergence and development of settlements was closely linked to the 
events that occurred at regional and national level in different historical periods, 
remaining, however, tributary to natural conditions. The relief, of great accessibility, 
together with other characteristics of the natural framework (climate, hydrological, 
biogeographical and pedological resources) was the main factor in fixing the 
settlement hearths. As P. Coteț says, “The relief is the basis of all other natural 
conditions or the direct surface of the lithosphere on which the whole complex of 
internal and external factors acts, including human activity”2.  

The area presents, therefore, a plain relief, the communes being located in the 
western part of the Băilești Plain, a subunit of the Oltenia Plain, with specific 
features of genesis and evolution, in the sense that it is an almost exclusive creation 
of the Danube3. The dominant morphological character is the presence of fluvial 
terraces4, Most of the relief is represented by extensive terrace bridges and by the 
meadows of the main rivers that cross the plain. And man, in his continuous struggle 
for the conquest and population of the geographical space, chose for the settlements 
the valleys and areas of direct contact, within which there were favourable conditions 
for life5. This aspect has favoured, over time, a higher population density in these 
areas, leading to the development of sustainable settlements. 

Along with the relief, the historical-social, economic characteristics and the 
anthropic activity have imprinted certain morpho-structural peculiarities on the 

 
1 National Institute of Statistics, Population and Housing Census 2021, available at https:// 

www.recensamantromania.ro/rezultate-rpl-2021/rezultate-definitive/.  
2 Petre V. Coteț, Câmpia Română. Studiu de geomorfologie integrată, Bucharest, Ceres Press, 

1976, p. 9. 
3 Petre Coteț, Câmpia Olteniei, Bucharest, Scientific Press, 1957; Idem, Câmpia Română. 

Studiu…; L. Badea, Alexandra Ghenovici, Județul Dolj, Bucharest, Academia RSR Press, 1974; Anca 

Ceaușescu, Așezările rurale din Câmpia Băileștiului (cu elemente de etnografie), Craiova, 

Universitaria Press, 2011, pp. 29-39.  
4 The Danube terrace system consists of eight terraces (Geografia Văii Dunării româneşti, 

Bucharest, Academia RSR Press, 1969; Geografia României, vol. V, Bucharest, Romanian Academy 

Press, 2005). According to other opinions, the terrace system consists of five terraces (P. Coteț, 

Câmpia Olteniei, Bucharest, Scientific Press, 1957). 
5 I. Băcănaru, Forme de adaptare a vetrei satelor la mediul geografic în Subcarpații și 

piemonturile dintre Olt și Dâmbovița, analizate prin prisma sistematizărilor, in “SCGGG”, volume 18, 

Bucharest, 1971, p. 48; Vasile Cucu, Satul românesc – tradiţie, contemporaneitate şi speranţe de viitor, 

Bucharest, Transversal Press, 2009. 

https://www.recensamantromania.ro/rezultate-rpl-2021/rezultate-definitive/
https://www.recensamantromania.ro/rezultate-rpl-2021/rezultate-definitive/
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villages. Thus, the 4 villages in the administrative composition of the communes 
under study have a cluster structure, with the households concentrated within well-
defined hearths and clearly delimited by the economic territory, this tendency of 
grouping households within the hearth being characteristic of the plain regions with 
an intensive agricultural economy and a low fragmentation of the relief.  

As for the documentary attestation of the settlements, it is placed somewhere 

in the 16th-17th centuries. Of the villages studied, Gemeni has the oldest attestation, 

being mentioned in documents on May 13, 15856. The villages of Cetate and 

Dârvari were recorded in documents in the following century, respectively on 

May 3, 16257. However, it should be noted that these documents only show an 

officialization of the settlements, the mentioned villages having existed since 

previous centuries8. The settlements are later also recorded in Schwantz's map, 

Specht's map, the Russian map and other documents of the time, which shows the 

continuity of inhabitation in this geographical space. 

Structure and demographic evolution of settlements9 reflect local particularities, 

but at the same time aligns with the trends observed at national level. From the 

perspective of the number of inhabitants, the settlements are part of the category of 

large communes (Cetate) and medium communes (Dârvari). Over time, the two 

localities have recorded distinct and oscillating demographic evolutions, influenced 

by local factors, but also by the regional and national historical and socio-economic 

context. 

The demographic dynamics between 1966 and 2006 followed, in certain 

periods and in various forms, the general directions of the demographic evolution 

in the Romanian rural area. Thus, after a continuously ascending dynamic until 

1956, when we are dealing with the numerical maximum, the analysis of the 

statistical data from the following period shows a decline in the number of the people 

from the two communes, until 2006, when they had 8,668 inhabitants (5,727 loc. com 

Cetate and 2,941 inhabitants – Dârvari) – Table no. 1. 

 
6 D.I.R., B, Țara Românească, veac XVI, vol. V (1581-1590), Bucharest, Academia R.P.R. 

Press, 1951-1954. 
7 In a document by which Alexandru Coconul, the ruler of Wallachia, strengthens Dumitru 

postelnic (chamberlain) of Filiași the dominion over the village of Dârvariul from Mehedinți County. 

As the boundary of this dominion is also mentioned the village of Cetate, in the form Cetățuie (D.I.R., 

B, Țara Românească, veac XVII, vol. IV, Bucharest, Academia R.P.R. Press, 1951-1954; Cezar 

Avram (coord.), Paul-Emanoil Barbu, Dinică Ciobotea, Vladimir Osiac, Dicționarul istoric al 

localităților din județul Dolj, vol. I (A-C), Craiova, Alma Press, 2004, pp. 312-313. 
8 Until the 14th century, when the first written documents (acts issued by the princely 

chancellery) appeared, the evolution of human settlements is known only from archaeological 

discoveries.  
9 The analysis of the numerical evolution of the population of the two communes was made 

on the basis of the Statistical Censuses of the population and the files of the localities offered by the 

Regional Directorate of Statistics Craiova: Population and Housing Census of March 15, 1966, 

Bucharest, 1970; General Census of the Romanian Population of January 7, 1992, Bucharest, 1994; 

General Census of the Romanian Population of March 18, 2002, Bucharest, 2003. 
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Table no. 1 

Numerical evolution of the population between 1966 and 2006 

 (no. of dwellers) 

Commune 1966 1977 1992 2002 2006 
Dynamics 

1966-2006 

Cetate 7,460 7,657 6,265 5,971 5,727 - 1,733 

Dârvari 4,490 3,734 3,121 3,049 2,941 -1,549 

Total  11,950 11,391 9,386 9,011 8,668 -3,282 

 
Between 1966 and 1977, a differentiated evolution of the population of the two 

communes is observed. Thus, while in the commune of Cetate there was an increase of 

197 people (with a growth rate of 2.6%), in the commune of Dârvari we are talking 

about a numerical decrease of the population, by -756 people (decrease rate of -16.8%). 

The situation was generated by pronatalist demographic measures (prohibition of 

abortions by the 1966 Decree) and the economic development of the country. 

The values of the natural increase, corroborated with the phenomenon of 

migration to urban centres, made the largest decrease in the number of population 

in the period 1977-1992, with 2,005 inhabitants for the two communes (-1,392 people 

in Cetate commune and -613 in Dârvari commune). In the following period, the 

decrease was slower: -375 people, between 1992-2002 (-294 inhabitants in Cetate 

and -72 inhabitants in Dârvari) and -343 inhabitants in the following interval, until 

2006. The demographic decline continued in the following years, being a phenomenon 

specific to the Romanian rural area. 

The agricultural profile of the area, some political measures (collectivization, 

urban industrialization), technological, cultural, educational implementations, etc. 

were to leave their mark on demographic behaviour. 

Mainly, the phenomenon was determined by the components of the natural 

movement, under which the number of the population changes, as well as the 

demographic states. Thus, the natural increase of the population of the two communes 

(in the period 1966-2002) was continuously reduced, with values below the national 

average. The phenomenon was supported by the ratio between birth and mortality, 

which experienced developments and particularities in the following directions: 

– the decrease in the birth rate from 17.8‰ (Cetate) and 16.3‰ (Dârvari), 

in 1977 (lower than the national average), to 10.7‰ (Cetate) and 8.8‰ (Dârvari), 

in 2002 (below the national average, of 9.7‰). 

– the increase in the mortality rate from 12.6‰ (Cetate) and 14.4‰ 

(Dârvari), in 1977 (higher than the national average, of 9.6 ‰), to 20.2 ‰ (Cetate) 

and 25.2‰ (Dârvari), in 2002 (above the national average, of 12.4 ‰). 

Nonetheless, internal and external migration is also responsible for the 

numerical dynamics of the population, which, regardless of the types under which it 

manifested itself (swarms, free colonization movements, population transfers, etc.) 

has always modified the demographic behaviour of the native population, the framework 
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of manifestation of birth and mortality. The evolution of this demographic phenomenon 

depends directly on the strength of the factors specific to the attraction/rejection 

mechanism, most of them of an economic nature: “... The population emigrates from 

a poor region to a developed one, on a national scale, but on a local or regional scale, 

it emigrates from a poorly developed and equipped village to a much more developed 

one, or most often to a small or large town. This explains, on the one hand, the 

international migrations for work, and on the other hand, the definitive chain 

movements, from the hamlet, through the intermediate categories, to the capital”10.  

In the structure of migratory flows, for the period 1966-2006, the numerical 
preponderance of people who left is noted. The phenomenon was determined by 
the reduced capacity of the rural economy to generate job opportunities and 
adequate remuneration, which encouraged the exodus of the labour force to better 
economically developed areas, especially to the urban environment, thus producing 
imbalances and even depopulations in the territorial profile. Even if after 1997 
there is a decrease in the intensity of rural-urban migration and a change in the 
migratory flow (urban-rural)11 (favoured, among other things, by the massive 
layoffs of personnel as a result of the restructuring of state-owned industrial 
enterprises, and by the restitution of agricultural land to the former owners by Laws 
no. 18/1991 and no. 1/2000), the rural population continued to decline.  

At the same time, the profound transformations in the legislative system, namely 
the free movement of persons, were the premises for the accentuation of international 
migration. After 1995 and, especially, after 2000, the main motivation becomes the 
economic one, manifested by temporary external migration for work, in some 
situations even permanent. Although land reform, by redistributing land to former 
owners, has led to an increase in the number of landholders in rural areas, agriculture 
continues to function poorly, failing to ensure a decent living. To remedy this situation, 
one of the solutions adopted and still valid was to look for a job abroad. As was natural, 
the migratory flow involved more young people12, which had important implications 
on economic activities, demographic indicators and social phenomena.  

External migration manifested itself with great intensity in the first years of 

the transition period, after which it fluctuated. The most attractive countries for 

 
10 I. Ianoş, Restructurarea economică şi fenomenul de migraţie în România, in “Revista 

Geografică”, volume V, Bucharest, 1998, p. 9. 
11 T. Rotaru, E. Mezei, Asupra unor aspecte ale migraţiei interne recente din România, in 

“Sociologie Românească”, no. 3, 1999, p. 16; also see: Daniela-Luminiţa Constantin (coord.), Fenomenul 

migraţionist din perspectiva aderării României la Uniunea Europeană, European Institute of Romania, 

Bucharest, 2004, available at chrome-extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https://ier.gov.ro/wp-

content/uploads/publicatii/Pais2_studiu_5_ro.pdf, accessed on 17.09. 2025; Valentina Vasile, Gheorghe 

Zaman (coord.), Migrația forței de muncă și dezvoltarea durabilă a României. Abordări teoretico-

metodologice. Sisteme de indicatori și modele de analiză, Bucharest, Expert Press, 2005, available at 

chrome-extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https://www.cide.ro/IEN%20-%20CERES%20-

%20Migratia%202005.pdf, accessed on 17 .09.2025.  
12 See Ana Bleahu, Fenomenul migrației externe în rândul tinerilor din România, in “Calitatea 

vieții”, XV, no. 3-4, Bucharest, 2004, pp. 303-315. 
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immigrants were Spain, Italy, Germany. It should be noted that in Oltenia the 

external migration has a low rate compared to other regions of the country, but the 

possibility of accentuating the phenomenon is not excluded.  

The negative population dynamics are also manifested in the population 

structure by age groups. On the entire population of the two communes, this 

structure shows a reduction in the contingents of young people, at the same time as 

the percentage of the elderly population increases. We are therefore talking about a 

slow but continuous process of demographic ageing.  

Thus, the share of the group of young people (0-14 years old) in the total 

population has decreased continuously, from 20% (Cetate) and 22.5% (Dârvari), in 

1977, to 16.8%, respectively 16.4%, in 2002, the last census year for the period we are 

dealing with (a reduction of 3.2% and 6.1% respectively in 25 years) – Table no. 2.  

At the same time, the share of the elderly group (60 years and over) has 

increased, from 22.7% (Cetate) and 23.4% (Dârvari), in 1977, to 31% and 33.3%, 

respectively, in 2002 (increase by 8.3% and 9.9% respectively in 25 years), which 

is reflected in the change in general mortality.  

 
Table no. 2 

Population structure by age groups (1977-2002) 

Commune Age groups 

1977 1992 2002 

no. of 

people 
% 

no. of 

people 
% 

no. of 

people 
% 

Cetate 

0-14 years old 1,529 20 1,076 17.1 1,007 16.8 

15-59 years old 4,354 37 3,349 53.4 3,110 52 

60 years old and 

over 
1,737 22.7 1,840 29.3 1,854 31 

Dârvari 

0-14 years old 842 22.5 511 16.3 503 16.4 

15-59 years old 2,016 53.9 1,615 51.7 1,530 50.1 

60 years old and 

over 
876 23.4 995 31.8 1,016 33.3 

 
The demographic ageing index, which represents the ratio between the 

number of people aged 60 and over and the number of young people (0-14 years), 
13most clearly expresses the imbalance between the two groups. The analysis, over 

time, of this indicator reveals a general upward trend. In 2002, the demographic ageing 

index for Cetate commune was 184.1 (compared to 113 elderly persons per 100 young 

people in 1977), and for Dârvari it was 201.9 (up from 1977, when it had a value 

of 105), which is a worrying aspect for the population of the villages. 

The aging of the population contributes to the increase of the demographic 
dependency ratio, which reflects the pressure exerted by the dependent population 

 
13 C. Braghină, Aşezările umane din dealurile piemontane dintre Motru şi Gilort, Bucharest, 

Technical Press, 2000, p. 60. 
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(0-14 years and 60 years and over) on the adult population, with the capacity to 
work. In 2002, this indicator had the value of 920‰, in the commune of Cetate, 
which means that 920 young and elderly people (potentially active) were 
dependent (maintained) by 1,000 adults, and 992.8‰, in the commune of Dârvari. 

Taking into account the changes that occur at the level of the age group 
structure of the population, the future trend of evolution of the demographic 
dependency ratio is increasing. Under these conditions, there is an increasing 
“pressure’ of the elderly population on the adult population and, implicitly, on the 
social assistance system, the medical system and on the social security budget. 

Demographic indicators (total population, structure by age groups and sexes, 
by averages, etc.), in conjunction with economic activities, directly condition the 
dynamics of the socio-economic structure of the population. The processes of 
economic and technological restructuring, the emergence of the private sector, 
Romania's accession to the European Union, which facilitated the free movement 
of labour, goods and services are as many influencing factors.  

Important mutations have been recorded at the level of this structure. The 
active population has experienced a continuous decrease over the last decades, 
from 51.8% of the total population (Cetate) and 50% (Dârvari), in 1977, to 41.5% 
and 48.8%, respectively, of the total population, in 2002. At the same time, the 
share of the inactive population had an opposite dynamic, registering significant 
increases (Table no. 3). 

 
Table no. 3 

Active population and inactive population in the period 1977-2002 (%) 

Commune 

1977 1992 2002 

Active 
population 

(%) 

Inactive 
population 

(%) 

Active 
population 

(%) 

Inactive 
population 

(%) 

Active 
population 

(%) 

Inactive 
population 

(%) 

Cetate 51.8 48.1 34.1 65.9 41.5 58.5 

Dârvari 50 50 58.1 41.9 48.8 51.9 

 
From the analysis of the distribution and share of the active and inactive 

population in the period 1977-2002 we find that the difference between the two 
categories of population has widened a lot. In general, at national level, rural 
localities have low values, below 50% of the active population. In addition to 
demographic ageing (increasingly accentuated due to migration), the premature 
retirement (due to illness) of many people after 1990 also made a significant 
contribution to this phenomenon. 

By sectors of the national economy, the dominant population in the analysed 
area is the population employed in the primary sector, agriculture being the basic 
occupation of the rural population in the lowland areas.  

In conclusion, the demographic evolution of the two communes, Cetate and 

Dârvari, in the second half of the twentieth century and the beginning of the next 
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century, was similar to the dynamics of the national rural population. After a 

continuous upward evolution until 1956, when it reached its maximum value, the 

numerical dynamics of the population were inscribed on a downward curve. The 

evolution of demographic indicators (birth rate, mortality, migration), the 

phenomenon of feminization of the population, demographic aging and changes in 

the socio-economic structure of the country after 1990 are as many factors that 

contributed to the descent of the demographic curve.  
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